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PER CURI AM

Anmede Molim Bula Bula, a native and citizen of the
Denocrati c Republic of the Congo, petitions for review of an order
of the Board of I mm gration Appeals (“Board”) di sm ssing his appeal
of the immgration judge s denial of his notion to reconsider. W
have reviewed the adm nistrative record and the Board’s order and

find that the Board did not abuse its discretion. See INS v.

Doherty, 502 U S. 314, 323-24 (1992). Additionally, we concl ude
Bula Bula’s clains that the Board’ s new streanlining regul ations,
pursuant to which his appeal was decided by a single Board nenber,
were inpermssibly retroactive, inconsistent with the Immgration
and Nationality Act, and in violation of his rights under the Due

Process Clause are foreclosed by Blanco de Bel bruno v. Ashcroft,

362 F.3d 272 (4th Cr. 2004), in which we concluded to the
contrary.

Accordingly, we deny the petition for review W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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